582	THE LAW OF MOVABLES
respects it would be governed by the law of his domicil at the
date of his death/1
Examples     In most cases, of cotirse, the domicil does not change after
the will has been tnade and the Reports freely illustrate the
Meaning of application of the lex domicilii at death. Where, for instance, a
'ne*ki? domiciled Englishman bequeathed a legacy to the 'next of kin*
>	n of a foreigner, it was held that the legatees must be ascertained
according to English law.2 Whether a gift in the will of a domi-
Satisfac- ciled Englishman was a satisfaction of a debt due under a
tlon Scottish settlement was tested by reference to English law.3
Words of value or of quantity or of measurement, which vary in
meaning in different countries, are interpreted according to the
lex domicilii of the testator.4 If, for example, a testator domiciled
in Queensland bequeaths ^1,000 to a domiciled Englishman,
the legatee will receive as many English pounds as are obtain-
able for j£Ai,ooo.
Above mie There is, however, no absolute rule that the interpretation
contrary °f a will depends upon the law of the testator's domicil. It is
. intention merely a prima facie rule which is displaced if the testator has
manifestly contemplated and intended that his will should be
construed according to some other system of law.5 Thus where
a domiciled Frenchwoman left an unattested will valid by the,
law of France, in which she said that the will was to 'be con-
sidered in England the same as in France', Stirling J. held,
upon the question whether the document operated as the
execution of a power, that the testatrix wrote with reference to
English law,*
Effect of Westlake has suggested that since Lord Kingsdown's Act
Kh#i-a W*M must always be construed according to the law of the
down's testator's domicil at the time of making the will, not according
t™* to the law of his last domicil.6 Lord Lyndhurst, however, in his
tion speech on the third reading of the bill, said:
'It relates merely to the form of the instrument, and the manner in
which it ought to be executed. It has nothing whatever to do with the
construction of a will after it has been submitted to probate.'7
1	Pkitipson-Stow v. Inland Revenue Comrs., [1960] 3 W.L.R. ioo8,atp. 1030.
2	In re Ferguson's Will, [1902] r CL 483. But see In re Goodman^ Trusts
(1881), 17 ChJ). 266; supra, p. 428.
3	Campbell' v. Campbell (1866), L.R. I Eq. 383.
4	Piersoriv. Garnet (1786), 2 Bro. CL 38; Story, s. 479 (£); Westkke, s. 123.
5	In re Price, Tomtin v. Latter, [1900] I CL 442.
6	Westlake, p. 155.
7	Hansard, vol. 162, p. 1641.

